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_ Yupik language has two devices to indicate switch
reference. The rules generally given for them are not entirely
correct, and counterexamples to the ideal have been found prev1ously.
A subset of those counterexamples in Centgal Yupik Eskimo. support the
claim that there are two systems, partially overlappxng and partially ’
unique, that organ:ze discourses One of ‘these is a system of ¢
1nflect10nal categories and the surface syntactic analys1s it
presents, and the other is a system of rhetorical structure, the
structural analysis of the surface utterance that is evident from

~intonation, ‘external sandhi, and sentence adverbial particle choice

- and placement. Neither system's syntactic analysis can be fully
- predicte

Fromi the other's. The switch reference that is. entirely -
determineu by the inflectional system is considered té6 be the ideal
switch reference by both .speakers and grammarians. However, research
must pr?cee? at both the clause/sentence level and the discourse-
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0\ . ’ " Lo . . P , SWITCH REFCREMCE, SYNTACTIC ORCANIZATION, AND
‘ : “ RHETORICAL STRUCTURE IN CENYRAL YUP' Ih_ESkIMO
Vo . | ‘
o . Anthony C. Noodbury *
w SWITCH REFERENCE,"SYNTACTIC ORGANTZATION, AND, ° . : 0, Introduction : )
. RHETORLCAL STRUCTURE IN CENTRAL YUP'IK LCSKIMO . o T ’ : . .
Nv ’ Eskimo languages of both the Yupik and Inuit branches apparently all have
by : ) .
f o] two devices which indicate switch reference. One, the apposilional mood, is
' Anthony C. Woodbury 4 : . ) : )
LLJ o , The University of Texas at Austin ) . used to mark a clause in appasition to another clause with which it shares a
. Co - - . (transitive or intransitive) subject, not totally unlike English while...-ing ' a
o . A . v
' ! : ' complements. The other. which William \lacobsen ca]]s non-canonical' in his “
s seminal article. inaugurating switch re?er‘ence as & not1on for general hngulfhcs
* a —_——
' . ' % (Jacobsen 1967) is the reflexive versus plain third person distinction-- sometimes ..
]
4 b e called fourth vs. third person-- which indicatés that.a noun phrase is, respéc- .
’ tively, coreferent or non- coreferent with the (transit‘lve or 1ntrans‘ltive) Subject
: » of a controlling clause in a specific structural relation _to it
. . y . An irrt-eresti‘ng aép'ect of these devices is that the rules generally given
U.S. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION ' . ' : : . A b .
) NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF EDUCATION PERMISSION TO REPRODUGE THis for them, and which 1 .have given. here, are not entirely correct. THRis observa
*DU"““ON"L("::;‘L’:"*;‘;:"."‘FO"MA”ON MATERIAL'HAS BEEN GRANTED BY " tion is not new. Samuel Kleinschmidt and Knut Bergsland, in their grammars of \
i . . . a . ¢ L4
A8 The ormment ts been roprduced a3 * , West Greenlandic lnuit (Kleinschmidt 1951, Belgsland 1955) both discuss and
cocmyedl Tean the sperson or orgamzation '
angindhig il . . 4 3 . ' 3 - ~ T Y . 5, . . R
W 1 Ty s gl 0 e SE_DL_ A o of fer interpretations-for the diverse cou:)tmcxan_lplcs that drHL in actual t(.x_t.s.
"E; pradurtion dquhity ) ' .  Bergsland does this in very great detail. [ would.like tb argue here that a sub-
2oty of view of apaoay stated o s doce " . . \
' ,F,:,’.,'.:,,.’.',...,v,v.,..',:.,'._.,,.y ,..,,l.,'.'(‘..,.l:.':1:(,,‘,.‘;“& TO THE EDUCATIONAL RESOURCES .se} of the counterexamples to the ideal, at lcast in the form they take in
T o oty ‘ - INFORMATION CENTER (ERIC)." - . : .
Py ' ' Co Central Yup'ik Eskimo, lead to a set of conclusions about discourse organization.
3 Sociol ingu&afzégkl-lggkinq Paper . In particular, the actual pattern of use cf switch reference in Cential Yup'ik--
LL ; - . . asgppposed to the,ideal version of it-- supports the claim that there are two
July, 1982 ' ' 1 . systems, partially overlapping and partially unigue, which organize discourse in .
4
Southwest Educational Developmen!. Laboratory . . ' Central Yup'ik. One of these is the system of infleciional categories, and the
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of suhjecf. transitivity, clause, and sentence that the ideal version of switch

reforonce is foulatede The dDther is the system of rjngp )_g] st

e 2Ty

ructure, by which
[ meah the structural analysis -of the surface utterance in Central Yip'ik that is
evident from intonation, external sandhi, and sentence adverbial particle chuice
and placemnnt Particniar]y in narrntive, units of rhetorica] struéture of ten

set the boundarles w1th1n which switch referénce operates, even when they are at-
variance with |nf1ect10nally defined units like clause and sentence In §1

| take up sw1tch reforence as'it reflects the |nflect10na] system, and 1n § ? as

. ° 4

it ref]ects rhetorical structure. Conc]u51ons are presented in § 3.

v
.

«ﬂupik branch spokea in Southwest Alaska between Norton Sound in the north. and’
the Alaska Peninsula in the south.? The description .of ideal switch reference
. should be applicable in most details to all languages in the family; -because
little or no'work has.ﬁeen'publisned dn the discourse-level prosodic systems of
Eskimo languages, ! iannet_make the same EIa{m-for my discussion ef switch ref-

erence as it relates to rhetorical structure. o ' ’

S The Central Yup'ik word consists of a base, followed bptioné]]y hy one ur

.o 4 . - . « ‘
more postbaﬁes {derivational suffixes), followed by an 1nflectional ending: a

inflectional ending in the case.oﬁ~pgr§ipje§, words.of.al] three qlasses may

then optionally be followed by one or more

-

plus postbase ls called a comp]ex base. or simply a hase if 1ts internaT struc-

enc11t1cs.

A unig consisting of base

ture is 1rrelevqnt. Thus the word kxqg]angqerrsuqna(ﬂutenq 1lu 'and they probably

had saws'
\ "to have. .

tional motvd, reflexive thlrd person plural intransitive subject), and the enclitic

consists of the noun base kegglar- 'saw', the verha] postbases-mggerr-

‘, and ¥ yugnargqe- 'probably to...', the verb ending ¥1utenq (apposi-

+

Hhu ‘and'. The base plus postbase combinations knqgjdnggerr» 'to have saws'

| "

ERIC
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Mv discussion here is confined to Centra] Yup'ik, an Eskimo language of the _ .

t - 0y

and kgﬁgjanjqerrmtlgrgg- probahlj to have saws' are both compiex VPrh bnses\,

-

Cor 51mply verb bases if lnterna] structure® is irrelevant. In c1tat10ns of examples,

.posthases are segmented when necessary, inflect1ona] end1ngs are q1ven in 1ta1\cs.

and enclitics are preceded with '='. Al segmentations in examp]ea.themse]ves

4 [ ] .
are at the phonoloyical level represented by the orthography.
. L ]
Switch reference in the system of inflection.

W 0

. A N .
Before consideting uses of switch reference devices, it will be useful to

o . ' 1..

This
,

will further serve to provide a basis for understanding the overf syntax of

A}

survey the categories sianailed or impiied by thé system of inflection.

example ‘sentences.

1.1. The system of inflection. . o :

Every noun ending contqfhs marking for singular (s).'p]ura] (0), or dual (g)

There are two purely syntactic cases, the abso]utive

_.number, as well as for case.
number, P

(ﬁg).nhich marks 1ntrans1t1ve subject (S) and transitive object (g). and the

relative (BL): which marks transitive subject (A) (i.e., the case func*ion more

generally krown as erqat1ve). and possessor.

The five reaining cases are ob]ique,'

with primarily adverbial mean1nq: modafls (MD) "from...; about...'s some patients

of verbal action; terminalis (TM) 'to, Loward '; ]ocalis (LC) 'in, at, on...'
\ M ~ JRoeribeidusbmbaadinosoul ol AT, = fl

'+ and equalis, (EQ) '11ke L

abso]utive plural', EQd 'equalis dual',

8, . .
vialis (VLj ‘across, Via, using.’.

In nhbrevfa;ions,

case procodes number, e. q., ABp

v

’ of the_possecsor, the possessor may or may not be present as an independent noun

’

- phrase: ggyaq 'kayak-ABs', qayaa, "hig- kaydk-ABs s ngutem gayaa ‘man’ "s-RLs his-
kayak-ABs = the man's kayak-ABs'. The persons are (p]ain) third (3), reflexive
. third (3R), first (1). and second (2), and all occur as singular, plural, or dual

prppnasmamd

Examples: gayai ,'his-kayaks', with plain thirdperson sinyular possessor, absolu-

S tive plural possessum, abbrevjated AB(3s-p); qayartek 'the-two's-own-kayak', with

0y

W

\\ When a nouns is possessed, 1ts ending cross- references the person and number. ~




third ref]exlve dual possessor, absolutlve sinquldr pogse55um. abbr9v1ated AB(3Rd s);

n

ggxgggmpj at/on-my -two-kayals ', with first person singular possessov Tocative

dua] possessum, abbreviated i.C(1s-d). ‘ . . ; . .
- %

‘Every verb ending contains’ marking for the mggq of the clduse“its verb governs.

The Fourteen moods are’divided in'fqgr sets. Indenpndqnt moods-- indicative (IND),

e ot 3 et —_— T =

1nterr_g_}1ue. and Qtatlve (OPT)\- oceur in maln clauses only, .and express 1110cu-

tionary force. Thw QREQSItlond] mood (APO), which is in a <¢t by itself, _ generally

marks c]auses that either are app051t1ve or subordinate to otper clauses, and

\
.whose subjects are usua]]y corefevent with the subjects of those other clauses.
vy

. The partir_plal moods -~ transitive parqac1p1e and 1ntrans1t1ve part1c1p1e-- mark

either nomlpallzpd subordinate clauses, or ma1n clauses with a k1nd of exc]amatory

force. The 6b11que moogs mark subondlnate clauses functioning as adyerbial modi-

flers to the clauses to whlch they are suhondlnated
’ t

ggptingqgg ‘whenever... ',

. ggg&gmg_raﬁive [ at\the time..

', concessive 'although. ..’

Yy contedborativq_g_\

Jprecessive 'before.,

‘'while. .., . 0 . v )
‘In addition to marking mood, eVery verb ending crgz;-references the person

and number of the § (if intransitive) or A and 0 (if transitive) of the clause

its verb governs. The 5, A, or O may or may not be,present as an independent .

noun phrase; if so, S and 0 are of course in the absolftive, and A in the relative

cases: ner'uq 'he-isteating-"IND(3s)': angun ner'uq 'man-ABs,..= the man is

eating’; ngﬁggi'he;is-eatinq-it-INn(35-3é)'; angutem neraa 'man-Rls...= the -«

man is eating it': angutem neqa neraa 'man-RLs fish-ABs...= the-man is eating

s

Fish'. There are two exceotions to the general rule Just -given. First,‘ihe

[ : .
# appositional mood ending cross-references S and 0, but ndt A. Second, while
cross-references distinquish 3, 3R, }. and 2 pefsdn in thd appositional and
nblique mood endings, only 3, 1, and 2 are distinquished in the independ at and

- .

ERIC ’ .
| e ) .

consequential 'when, because...'
—_— +

section. : - .
- :

'glgg§g. it is freat@d #s 3R person, and is marked as such by megns of a 3R person

cross-reference in the ending of the possessed noun.

participial mood endirgs.
In abbreviations of qlosses for verb.endings, moad precedes person and number

of S or of A and 0, e.g., IND(1s) = 'indicative mood, first person singular $';

CONSEQUENTIAL (3R$-3p) =, 'consequential mood,-ref1eXive third person singular A

acting on (plain) third person plural 0'. ' : u
. L]
The system.of inflection defines certain units and-categories beydhd those

&

which are ‘overt, i.e., person, number,” possession, S, A, 0, transitivity case, -

and mood. One is. ubJect which. is simply the grouping or $ and A. In fact, it

'is overt in certain we]] known morph010q1ca1 patterns (see'for examp]e Reed et a]

»

1977:155, ]67 interrogative mood paradigms), as we]] as covertly in the workings

of switch reference deviees.- T%o others which are 1mpoktant to us here are clause

and semtence. The verb endings imply a notion-of c]ausé with the category of moud

and with the notions S, A, and 0. The fact that on]y gndependent and participial.
moods occur in main c]auses implies a notion of s&ntence, or--to be more exact--
of major sentence.

. ) _ ”
1.2 Switch reference devices: the “"ideal® version.

The plain‘vs. reflexive third person opposition, and the appositionaH mood,

are both formally a part of the inflectional system, as is clear from the preceding .

.
L.

. iy °
When a third person posses;:F\?z coreferent with the subject of a controlling

Otherwise, it is treated *
!

as rlain third pergon® Usually, the controlling clause fs the clause in which
K LIS " : ‘

the possessdd nouns- 4nd hence also the pbssessor in question--occurs;
S

. _ .. 4
. 1 macireluk’ -taukut alligsdni P alligsai P
- ’ » - . -
(she) exposed them those ABp  her-3R bootliners (Pause) his-3 bootliners ~
- l )
. to heat APO{3p) AB(3Rs-p) AR(3s-p) *
1 . L] ) . * '
L} . 5, .
. B
- A4 .
. [3 1




{she) exposed her bootliners-- his -bootliners-- to heat {8d:36)

{Speech error and self-correction, from a text where & woman exposes

.her husband's bootliners to heat ispite his warnings; note that while the .
English é]eas uses her vs. his to keep frack of referents, the Yup'ik ' '
uses éR vs. 3 person) \ :

N : ) . : !
, 2 cuut akuliitoun P enminun = uayet P. anelraqiR. | )
people's, through their-3, to his-3R, " to there he, went gerward. ,
;. Rp middle, VL(3p-s)  place; TH(JRs-s) TM _opT(és)‘ ) 7 .

He\ went forward through the middlej of the crowd, to'h1sk usuad seat,.
* [3:89] o . .

In (1).the subject of the controlling 'clause is the jmp]ied.A of macihelgh'
LS o
'(she)'exaned them'to heat'; the speaker's error was in identifying the bootliners'

| v . ..

n (é), the possessor of

possass or with the sublect

enminum 'to his p1ace

rather than the husband.

lS coreferent with the § of a ne1regi ' 'he went forward',

, . A oo
a clause to which thk appusitional mond clause is subordinate, er in apbosition.

/59/

Patel

be treated as 3R person. = This may be regarded as following from the‘gegerﬁf/:nle

>

’ .
As noted above, S, A, anq_O of independent and participial mood clduses cannot

1)
insofar as 1ndepengent mood clauscs always, -ad participial nggd/fT;nses sometimes,

/
occur as main clauses,*and are subordinate to nothing. vertheless, even when
.
a part1CIp1a1 mood clause is subordinate to a};qu§e with a subject coreferent

to its own S, A, or C, it does not mark ;ﬂypéygon Further, though an-lndependent

mood clause can have an appositional mood clause with a coreferent subJect 1n .
app051t10n to it, the (ndependent mood ending never marks this with 3R person

* The following illustrate 3R vs, 3 person in obllque mood clauses:

3 wangkegneng -tawaam tangvakuneng p aavurpiiqgg e
* us 2 MDd p _ however if they-3R see they wil] be amused . -
- CONDITIONAL (3Rp)  ~ IND(3p}

If they sgi\fhe two of us, they will be amused. {3:1001

and hence is 3R; cuut 'people's’', the possessor’ of ku]1itgun through their

Sometipes the controlling

midd]é'. is not, and hence is plain third person.

clause. is the clause directly superordinate to that in which the possessed noun

Occufs:

an example of that js uikani 'her-3R future husband, in subgroup 6c in -+
S ‘

the appendix. - v

’ .

When a third person S, A, or 0 of a clause is coreferent with the subjeg? of - N

1 +

a contro]]ing c]ause. it is treated as 3R person, and is marked as such by means

¢ 3R persén <cross-reference in the ending of the verb of its own c]ause.

. . Y .
OtMerwise, a third oerson S, A, ot 0 is treated as plain third person. For S,

.

A, or 0 of oblique mood clauses, the contro]}gng clause is always ‘the one to

which the obiiqun mood clause is directly subordinate. For'§/6? 0 of appositional ,

mood clauses-- whieh as noted do not mark ‘A-- the controlling clause is generally

.
L

Ao provided by ERic

ﬁ. % puyur -camirnarqgellruug o maani maq{qetnallﬁgzﬂi
: smoke ABéu it was req]]y quite . here LC when'they-3 were taking.
. + alot to take IND(3S) firebaths CONTEMPORATIVE 1 {3p)
The smoke in here was really alot to tdke-when'they took firebaths.’ .
'[]]a:,p. 701 ‘ o '
‘.‘.g ‘fieg "a'rfl:g_i_"‘ . =gg{nq p qanpat:.ugt_ug. p .
. * when he-:31 released it is said K hej cried put IND(3s)
. hirg- 3R; CONSEQUENTIAL (3s- 3Rs) s '

And when he1 re]eas%? himj, hej cried out. [(3:76])

A

-



M .

cagutelliak

6 ﬁngugp@ggggg -taw'
yhen E?ey—3RiAcauqht hiﬁ-3j . then theyi roughed ;imj ¥ '
* , COH%EQPENTFAL {3Rd-3s) . o lND(3d—3sl .
' when theyi caught himj, theyi rouuhed himj up.,[]]df n. 1&{)
VAR ) i,
7 pigarreqkaku . e quyatﬁyar@y@A » tawa .
if he would once inrq while I would have been then .

!

ask it CONDITIONAL (3s-3s) most grateful [MD(1s)

e

[f one (of you) had once in a while asked (me) about it, I would have
N '

v
heen mostﬁgrateful each time (14c:14)

. - - - ° . .
In (31, the conditional clause S 'is 3R because it is coreferent with the indica-

" tive clause Si fin {4). the contemporative 1 clause S is pldin third person because

it is not corgferent viith the indicative clause S: in (5),' the consequeﬁtia!
%ﬁaﬁse 0 s 3R because'it is coreferent with the indicqiive clause S; in (6},
the consequential clause A is 3R hecause it is coreferentisl with the indicative
clause A; in (7), the conditional clause A and O are both 3 because neither i5

" ".coreferential with thevindicative clause $. In these'examples. the controlling

clauses are all indicative mood, though othe‘s. including mon-independent mogds,

~

can serve this function. o '

3 -

The 3R vs. 3 person opposition werks the same way in the appositional Wood,
but because that mood is also a switch-reference device of sorts, the two jnteract.

The appositional mood, unlike the 3R vs. 3 person opposition, is a restrictive

%

. switch reference mechanism, and can enly he used if its subject, and the <ubject
. T
of the controlling clause, are coreferenfial.  If the subjects are not coreferential,

an entirely different construction must be used; bgcause there is no constrﬁction/
-

fis ‘

which has ¢11 the syniactic and semantic affects of the appositional-- a loose
[} . .
A 1

ERIC - .- ,

[4 .
BIAFuivex: provided by Eric

v

o "

. v . .

. ~ D . \
'stringiiz-alonq of proposjtions in appositi@n. and an imp]icaiinn of simultaneous

.

or sequential time relation between tham--¢ong might guefs there to be some .

. * [}
furctional présigre go use the appositional even when the cqreferenge conditinns
are notestrictly nwt;3 1n anv case, this restrictqveness, along with the facts

~

that the appositional (i) cross-teferences only,S and 0, hut not A, and (ii)

ma%$s use of the same notion i} 'cgntro]ling'c]ause' as the 3R vs. 3 person

-

oppositior, leads to characteristic inflectionak consenuences:
: ¢ .

8 ’akurukaraunani =kié v -taun' maqi tuugy o,
he—3R{ not using * I wonder tﬁgt oneiABs . hei customari]& bathes
_ water APO(3Rs) N(3s) )
Does that feéllow bathe wikhout using water, I wonder? [11b:2} - ’
o ; ) . ' ' *
9 Taw'=am -taw' akuliignun aqumluni p ,
then but then' to their area \_, /he-3Ri sitting ’
. in betweeh, TM(3d-5) . APO(3Rs)
\ pilliak . tawaggﬁ>' ke;emrruufaSsii}]Eggﬂf
he, tends to do to  thusly-EQ (hei)"testing (hisj')' ability to .
them; INDY3s-3d) " . levitate them; a Tittle APO(3d) |
& : . _ . R !
. « But thgn he, would sit down beiween them, angd would test to see if

(he;) gould levitate themj a little. 9a:11] V& N
In (8) the § of the appositional.clause is coreferent with the S of the indicative
! . . ,
clausey as a'result..tng S gf the appositional clause'is 3R person., In (9}, the

"w

S of the first appositional glause and the. A of the second appositional clause
. 4
i

are ‘coreferent with the A of the indicative cfhu;e. As a rgsult, the S of the -

- - ’b .
first appositional clabse°1s 3R person. However, the A of the second appositiond?

. .

-
clause, though one would expect it to be 3R person, is not marked at all because

the apposdtional cross-references S'pnd 0 but not A; the 0 of the sggond,appos1tiona]

- I &




’ J
ciause is cross-referenced, and shows plain third persdh because it is not .
— N -t
coreferent with the subject of the indicative mood controlling clause. .
. ) e - o
The irteraction between reflexive vs. plain third person and the appositional

mood can be diagrazmed ¢s follows (assume S, A, and O are all third person):

@
xRN
1g» Iftransitive: (S, VHAPO(3RE) 1400 + 0 /A Vionirol -
‘ - . QL__.__A_____JT '
. . e r—‘“———“_‘1¥ '
TranJ1t1veT A Aii | j V+AP0(3 N apo (/A1 contro

- : 1 < . 4 .
) N ‘ *
! . |

The subjeect-of the adpositipnal clause must be coreferent W¥th the subject of the

controlling clause. hhen the appositional clause is intransitive. its S will

therefore be cross-referenced as 3R in the appositional endiﬂﬁf When the apposi-
. tlonal clavse is transitive, its A will haVe to be coreferent with the subjeet of

W

the controlling clause but its O will ngt be. One would expect 3R person A but
plain th1rd person O, but since the A is not marked in the appositional endings,

'enly plein third person O appears. In effect, then, the appearance of 3R person
in an appositional ending indicates 1ntran§1t1y1ty, and the appearance of 3 person
indicates transitivity. "o ’

o 0o

The notion of 'controlling clause' used so far n this discussion of the

appositional mood is tried by utterances such as:
. : :

~ 11 Aa - tawante=11' pigerlun’ qac’ugreskan agvaqurlun'
oh then and 'ﬁ doing when itJruns out he1runs APO(3Rs) .
APO(3Rs). ... CONDITIONAL (3s) -

taggerrlun' P taprualug ~man"\\“”\‘~tan1\‘ imeg luku
hei goes back gut rope, ABs this ABSJ then (he;y“rollz\i jin
] ~d
up APD{3Rs) APO(3s) o
10
7 ) s
N ;,.' l 2 ,
.

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

“ {mpossible to say which pne controls which; neverthe]ess, it is clear that the

" cross- reference 3R person S, while the tast, transit1ve appositional verb end-

in these appos1t10na1 chain conatructionr 1t the clause and sentence level.

-

Oh, we;& then,. when (the gut ropeJ) runs out, he1 runs, and then comes

back up ({rgm the firepit), rolling the ropej in (as he goes). (13b:192] -~
3

Here, there is a chain of appositional mood clauses (the conditional clause
qac‘ugreskan ‘when it Yuns out' is suburdinate to d3yaqurlup' 'he runs'). The
$'s of the first three appositional clauses and?the un-cross-referenced A of

the fourth are all coreférent. Because the clauses are exactly parallel, it is ) !

two switch reference devices, 3R vs, 3 person and the appositiona] mood, are
acting toqether, since the first three intransitive appositional verb endings
ing cross-references 3 person 0, following the pattern in {10). The syitch @
reference devices together serve to maintain a particu]ar referent as subject

from clause to clause, but that fis a]] that the inflectional system really does

Because these constructions 1ack a main c]ause in an 1ndependent or participial

mood , they are not sentences, as the term is defined 1nf1ect10ndl1y. In short,

aside from switcn reference, they are syntgctica]]y unshaped by the inflectional

sydtan.. As it happens, appositional chain cbnstructions are a mainstay of Yup'ik
v

narrative; they figure prominently in the df¥cussion in § 2,

In summary, then, {1-9) i1lustrate ideal cases of switch reference, where it -

is wholly dependent on inflectionally signalled or implied notions like ctlause,
sentet ze, subject, and transitivity; (11) shows a construction where this in-
flectional analysis is less certain.

2. Switch reference and rhetorical structure.

In addition to inflectionally signalled units such_as clause and sentence,
switch reference in Central Yup'ik is bounded by units of rhetorical structure, ")

that is, a hierarchy of structural units in the surface utterance evident from

N
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1ntonat10n. external sandhl, and sentence ad', erblal ch01ce and p]aceneﬁf Mx
concern with !hPLOYlLd] structure grows, from vecent work by Dennis Tedlock' qfll
Hymes, William Bright, Sally McLendon, and doel Sherzer, .among others (see de]ock
1972, Hymes 1977, 980 B:\ght 1979, .McLendon 195% Shcrzer 1981 as a sam e),
which arques that narratlve pevformance is best rendered in a kind of ane, verse,
and stanza poetic or dramatic format, providing more powerful litgr/ry effect,
more faithful translarnnn;, and better insight into meanlngful structura] pytterns
-at the discourse Tevel. 1In apply:ng this to Central Yup 1k/ I havk attempttd to
give structural defiritiuns for such units as they optur in the ]anguage, and to
identify their functions in both discourse and syntax (Woodbury 1980). "Here, 1
outllne the system in Central Yup ik, and then show how 1:; units constrain the-

domain in which the 3R vs, 3 person 0pb051t10n and the appositional mood operate.

2.1, The system of rhetorical structure. J

Table 1 shows the units of rhetorical structure, from the snm]]est to the ¥
greatest. These units are f]]ustrated in the opening several sections of a
\\navratlve te%t in the appendlx The reader will find it helpful to continue to
refer to that text for concrete illustration of what follows.

Most important for our purposes here are lines, and groups (of 1ines).

Lines are made up of one or more minimal intonation units,*which in turn are made

up of one word, or of several words joined by sandhi. A minima1 intonation unit

b

has one of four basic lgtpnatlon contours, shown in Table 2.

TN I EN LTI I N I T

*+1n" the' Hooper Bay-Chevak dialect of Central Yup'ik with which I worked, the
basic pattern for ?ll tour contours is a falling pitch up to and including the
first stre;sed_syllable, and a slight step-rise at each stressed syllable there-
after (though sometimes pitch holds steady rathev than rises) After the last

stresaed syllable, the two ]cad ln contours preserve or raise pitch, but may

)
q v ”
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Table !: 4nits of rhetorical structlre.'

unit capable of carrying a single intonation contour.

4

¥

‘

Word. Has independent phonological qndrmorphologicdl definitions. Is snm]]eét

v EPY

Minimal intonation unit. Consists_of one or more words carryiug a single intona-

one, and is noted in transcription with a hyphen.

L]
4

©

tion contour. " Sandhi jojns words'in minimal intonation units containing wore than

Line. Consists of one or more minimal 1ntonation units, and is buunded by pause

and/or breath and/ot emphatlc closure of dn intonation contour. First word in

a line is often followed by enc]xtlcs

<

Group. Consists of one or more lines, with characteristic internal sequencing

of basic intonation contours (see (12)). Pauseg between groups tend to be

longer than:pauses between lines.

rJ
enclitits, and is often a sentence adverbial particle.

N
First word of a group usua]]y followed by

Section.  Consists of one or more groups, bounded by long pauses dnd tending to

“end with short groups with B2

by speakers.

contour (see Table 2).

Felt to have unity of content

»

)
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drop to low level. The attenuated contours dre versions of the non-attenuated - . L. ' '
« T N Table 2: . Basic intonation contours, having function of marking units of ‘rhetorical
forms, with lesser Toudness, lesser pitch range, and a tendency to becoie’voice- o str:cturg. (Terms high, low, etc. have value relative to the rest of theg{»
) ' ° S contour.)- = = . T g
less after the last stressed$syllable. ' . : 7 .o ’ i : ’“. : ' ' "
. . . z, N . .
. . R —) 1 . . . . .
" The line consists+of one or more minimal intonation units conforming to . : ' . . '
: - : CONTOUR NAME SYMBOL DESCRIPJION
+ the following formula: . ) '
. . i Lead-in A Step-rise to last stressed syllable, .
» n . v . - . N
m ] N * - . .
12 Ap A°3 + 38 + B g A . - ) _ , o § - followedby high-level or rising pitch
/ ' | e
. . Y 2. . o . . ° 4 :
By §h1s'formu1a, A+A is a well-formed sequence in a line, a$ are A°+B+B, A+B+B°+B°+8°, . Attenuated tead-%n . A ~ Slight step-rise to last stressed
and 8 alone; *B+B+A and *Bo+B are ill-formed. In' lines, one, two, and three into- . o ' ’

syllable, followed by high-level piten,

nation units are common; four or five are rare. Lest this seem too formal and’ B ° : . . often becoming voiceless in final un-

arbitrary, note that the prder reflects a successive 1owefing in pitch, and, éor stressed sy]féb]es
attenuated versions, a decay “in articulatory,energyi it is an attempt to fhake ' ’ h o e .
specific a set of general processes of downdrift, and it probably errs mostvin' : Core . B | ‘Step-r1se:t0j1ast stresséd syllable,

' recognizing ﬁour.stage§ along this path, rather than a continuum. . v . . v followed by rapid d:%p to low~level

Groups .also conform to the formula for intonation contour sequence in (12). . T \

-

‘Each 1ine is considered as having the contour of its last minimal intonation o ' Attenuatgﬁ-cbrp Bo S1ight step-rise, 6r low level, to last - -
N 4 1, . . .
L4

3 0. . ' e - .
group, thus, an A+B iine is reckoned to be B, a B+B° Tline is, reckoned to be Bo, ‘ _ . stressed syllable, followed by slignt

and so on. In a simple group, the succession of lines follows the formula above. : . . drop to low(er) level, vften besoming
N ) 1]

[BAS T vatmtudtass—

In a complex group, however, one simply marks off subgroups where ever' a violation voiceless in final unstressed syllables

occurs. Thus in the text in the appendix; group 4 is divided into three subgroups ' ' - Dt -
. [ 1

P

\ to account for the transition fr?m AtAe (rcckoned as A°) to A+A (reckoned as A)

o

in the second and third 1ine§, and the transition £rom B to A+A° (reckoned as A°) . -

-

in the fourth and fifth lines. From one line to the next in simple groups and ) v
in subgroups, there is thus the same downdrift that is implied by the order A ' ' ' : X

before A° before B-before Be as is found within lines. 'There is also a steady

drop of pitch from one subgroup to the next<in complex groups 1ike 4 and 6 in ‘ ' : -

“the text in the appendix: for that reason, one knows that complex groups are in ' . ¢ . : ' ' o
R . R ° ]

’ .
. .
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fact integral wholes, rather than coilections of discrete simple groups put

'together for arbitrary reasons.

-

Groups, subgroups, and occasiona11y lines are marked off by the occurrence

of enclitics and sentence adverbi;1 particles accompanying the first word, and/or
”~ . .

of initial sentence adverbial particies. The follgwing examples are.from the. text

in the ‘appendix: group 1 has =wgs'there is,..', group 3 has =ggug 'it is said',
. JR :

group 4 has the sentence advérbial particle taw' ‘then’ initially and =ggug after

the second word, group 5 has the sentence adverbial particle ¢ una-gg q 'so it

happened’ (=ggug lexicalized here) plus =am 'indeed' and, taw taw', and group 6 has

the sentence adverbial particle iitawani=gg g 'so in ‘the course of time' -(-gg_g )

‘lexicalized here too) plus taw'; subgroup 4b has taw', subgroup 4c has gguq,

'-am. ‘and taw ’ with taw' following the second word as we11, and subgroup 6b has

taw', Tine 3 of group 2 has =11y 'and' and *=ggug, and Tine 2 of group 6 has taw'. «

The degree to which intonationa11y identifiabie units of rhetorica] strugture

coincide with the placement of enclitics and- sentence adverhiaI particles Tends

considerable strength to the claim that a system of rhetorical structure such as

“has been described here actuaily exists -in the language.

What are the functions of rhetorical structure in Central Yup‘ik?

Semanticaily-- and. this is very rough-- the lead in setms to set the stage, while

the core contains the gain body of the message.

Attenuated contours_often con-

tain afterthoughts or additions, as in the last lines of the subgroup 4c in the

appendix. Syntacticaily,_rhetorical structure cannot be said merely to be read

for 1

often carries original, nén-recoverable syntactic information.

of f, :f)t is, determined by, inflectionally signailed'surface syntactic structure,

The effects

on switch reference, discussed in §»2.2. provides one of the arguﬁints for this

conclusion,

Another is provided by the fact that although rhetorical structyre

often corroborates constituent structure, as defined by the inflectinnal system,

L]
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the’ segmentations it provides do not correspond 1o a unique syntactically justi-.

fiable innwdiate constituent analysis. ° . . . ’ ’ .
The analysis of rhetorical structure given_here is actually the skeleton of

the system, that is to say, an analysis of rhetorical structure with'respect only .

to the function of creating units in-discoursu EThere are also intonation contours

and s‘éjénce adverbial™Particies which signa1 affective meaning. Affectivé intona- * -

tion contours make up a large, cunplicated and seemingly open-ended class, and

can be thought of as superimposed.on the skeletal system of basic intonation

contours. An example is 1ine 3 of group 6 ih the appendix, marked Aaff. According

to Leo uoses, the son of the storyteller, this'contour means that the narratér

% .
has entered the mind of his character through the power of his empathy for him; .

I-find.anAeleuent of sadness and pity to it, as well. This contour is characterized

* by a high falling pitchiextending to the last stressed syllable. FIn ¢his particu- -

lar example; the final unstressed syllable, taw', has a relatively high pitch and -
a'slight end~fall; because of:this. the affective Eontourican be.seen as super-
imposed on a lead-in" (A} basic éontour Other affective contours .employ variations
of voice qua1ity and regulation of amplitude along with variations of pitch.

2.2, Bounding of switch: reference devices by units of rhetorical structure, .

HJ ‘saw in § 1 that in the terms of the system of ipflection, a (major) sen-
tence.is defined around an independent or participial mood main c1ause: We saw
there too that chains.of appositional mpod ciauses.maintaining a pyrticular rgfer- ..
ent as subject from ciause te -lause can occur. In narrative,_main c1auses can
be scarce, while appositional chains are common. An.exanple of this is the text
portion in the appendix, where only two main clauses occur, the intransitive . -

participle clause in line 2 of group 1, and ghe indicative clause in line 2 of

group 6. The rest of the text mprtion g§iven consists of appositional clauses,

" some of which are modified by oblique mood clauses, just as in (11). The ¢

17
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appositional c1au§es.€however.'do not maintain the Same ¥eferent as subject . . &£ Let uS now examine (13) in P1ght of the text portion :n the appendix
v\ . . . * '
+ throughout, as (IYf\dOES; there are cases-- to be é1scussed in deta11zbelow-- - 'f” Group 1 1s a single 1ntransit1ve partic1p1a1 main clause W1th no sw1tch reference

‘where_contiguous apphfit1ona1 mood clauses have different rather than same subjects. ° . devices, and: (the peop]) _f) ihe village as subject. They are ma1nta1ned as -
From th& point of vieﬁ\of the system of inflection, the best we can do it to say v ' ' P

squect in the two apposivicnsal clauses at the beginning of group 2; from

y : . st . £ ‘
that the sentences-in “Ce passagé'arg the two main clauses and their depgndencies. point of view of the system of_jnflectton. there is absolutely no reason why they

and then a series of apﬁgsitfona] chains.of from one to severa] clauses shaming ' . . ' ' should' hot be considered to be a cz;tﬁnuat1on of the sentencé begun in group 1,
fhe sam%,SUbjeCt' o \g . * ) » 2 L v in apposttion to the main clause there; In lines 3-4 of groupLZ. there is a new . .
_ If one takes rhetoric Q structure into account, switches in subject from ene appbs(%10na1 clause yith a new subject- the breat hunter. This appears to vialate
appositional mood c]aufe to\grqther are predjptab]e. The rule st - . ' (13) because group 2 % a simplex group. I will return to this below. In group 3 .
13 The suBJe;t‘of an aﬁpos1t10ndl~c1ause nust Be coreferent, w1th B o ?' T stwo concessive mood c]au5es are each subord1nate to the apposit1ona1 mood clause |
the subject of a conthp111n§ clause or of the other app051t1ona1 : . uingefkdyuunaku taum nugglpqarata "their great hunter didn't permit her to marry', T
clauses in its own simp1e group or subgroup. ‘. _ ‘ L - Because neither has the great hunter as either A or O..the two concessive clauses
’ . Lt ‘: ' - have o 3R person chss-referenEﬁs. but auna...gan1n 'that\paughter of his' has.
This is t;ISGYs then.-that there is no requ1rement for the subjéc; of an apposi-' LT Coam pErsun possessar, because the great hunter is the A of the appositional .
tional clause to be coreferent with the subject of any clause outs1de its own - mood controlling c1ausg. As a whale, 1t cgn be seen that group 3 maintains the
simple group, or subgroup. Not1ce that in intonational terms, this simply means subject established in lines 3-4 of’group 2. Group 4”introduces a new subject
that when the contour sequence A before A® béfore B before B® from one line to, in the appos1t10n51 clause making up lines 1-2, i.e., making uﬁ subgroup 42.
_the next 1s broken-- that is, when.a down-dr1f:ing pattern from one Tine" to . ¢ ' The appositional clausg which makes up subgroup 4b introduces-yet another SUbJeCtgf 1
another is interrupted-- coreference 1s no longer required ' T a - the intended husband. 4c reintroduces the father as subject and the plain third ™

Th% 3R vs. 3 person opposition, as it occurs in appnsit1ona1 clauses, fo]]ows ‘person A and 0 of the concessive c]ause u11rrn1an raaku 'even though he asked

| ; 6
the appositional mood in obeying (13). In our consideration of the text Just ’ for her hand' show that it s controlled by the following apposit1onal mood clause.
below, the reader can test this for himself by observing that a 3R person cross- , Group 4 is espec1a11y interesting in that it has three lone appositional clauses, "
: ! | s _ o .
reference to 0 occurs in transitive abposit1ona1 endings, in keeping with the ' each of which introduces a new subject, and constitutes a subgroup. Notice that
interaction shown in (10). In other situations, as for exampTe in oblique mood ' there can b&no notion of controlling clause for the appositiggal mood and the
clauses. the 3R vs. 3 person oppos1t1on can operate from one simple groyp or sub- 3R vs. 3 person opposition there. Group 5 is another single appositional clause
group into the next if its Lontro111ng c]ause as dafinéd in 81.2., is in a introducing a new subject. Subgroup 6a is a classic major sentence, with an
' ] appositional clause whose subject--the father--1is coreferential with the subject
d1fferent451mp19 group or subgroup from it. - : N .
. . “ - ' 4
’ o e - | | : 9
: - _ B , ‘
: ] .
o) . p
<() ’ : 1




of. the controlTing main Clause in the indicative. The appositional mood clause

- uingyugpegnan'-taw' 'she did not want to get a husband' in subgroup 6b has two .

L4

‘consequential mood clauses subordinated to it.

%,

("

» nengagercam'
'because sh'e was in sec]usion', is in.the same subgroup, and the other, t‘aun'

One of these

uikamintupkenm1atgu.'because they did not approve of her intended husband'

is in another subgroup. In thes® oblique mood clauses, the 3R vs., 3 person dis'\

(\tinction 1s«theref'ore'able to mark coreference with the subject of the controﬁH'pg

¢lause whether it is 1ns1de or outside dhe same subgroup. ’ ' \\.\ )
Returning to the anomaly in group 2, the solution that sufgests itself is to\

consider the first two Hnes as a subgroup 2a, and the second two as a subgroup
' 2.

'it 1s ‘sajd' after the first word of the third 1ine.

The fact that the second
and third Tines both have lead- ~in contours weakens the hypothesis tpat subgroup .
°b_o'undar1es are marked by violations of the(cof\tour sequence “in (12); on the .
otr(l)er. hano. the situation wouid be more grave if line 2 were a lead-in but ’Hneg
; 3 were an attenuated lead-in or a core, .
‘ The affective aspects of rhetorica'l structyre also can set boundaries for
switch referencg in appositional mood clauses, as the foi1og:1ng complex group

from a lengthy myth narrative told by the late Mary kekrak of Chevak shows:

- < - ~
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Th1s is supported by the occurrencg of the enchtics =1u- 'and' and =gguqg -

. - ¥ ' J [ ] ‘ 'f‘!
< ' °
' 'b . | ) '. ~ ) . .‘
h1 . v
BT .3y ROFE :
‘maaten=ggur- i traageng - . (1.3) A ANhen they went upstream
myp when =i{s. when they-3R went ' ok
upstream CONSEQUENTIAL(3Rp)
@ 1
. : - |
upuryarturait (0.7) A" , and were about to reach,
when they were about to reach : : themJ .o .
them IND(3p-3py ¢ S
° k=]
M t
] I
ver :
ve y ’-—P,.._ ]._/-—\— f——] . . -
ceryarpag- nenglaq-- nenglarluteng  (0.8) I\a there was _lots of noise
lots of noise- they-3R laughing : + - |. those peoﬁ’le‘j were laugh -
. - . o APO(3Rp) ’ ’ .
- e e e+ e e s e e m e LIS TY R
LI ’ v oo 2
mes” - ] (=]
h >
curtu 11t=11u=ggug . pikgg__yt(] 7) A 'g amd the ones up thereJ
and ‘those that were peering =&=iis. those up o ‘t’ﬁ:s;:‘gkgi’::]:h:?xgg“
through(the window) there ABp o )
INTR. PARTICIP, (3p) ¢ g *
\U . . E N ¢
. Q . » : s
b \ hi-mid. . .
‘ : ) aff :
' ’ nenglariuten ‘ﬁ (0.3) 9 were laughing .
| o \tney-avﬁ‘*1 ing APO(3Rp) — -
e s \ - ]
‘e ) -
| © mid.
'\. m@ mayu'ﬂ ' (1.5) Be they ,climbed up
: - they c‘ﬁbed up IND(3p) J oL
- [3258)

. "
& [In this story, t

.

o, disquised as-an old woman, and,his companions, approach

r
R b
the communal hous:g an alien village, where tpo hero's younger brother 1s_be1ng

tortured for public amusement.):

-
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Aruitoxt provided by Eic: -

By the méthods already discussed, the first two 1ines, and the last four,

each would constjtute a subgroup. The people laughing repface the protagonists

as subject in line 3. ‘Note, however, that the subject changes once again from line
5 to 6, so that the appositional clause in line 5 cannot have the indicative clause

in line 6 as its.controfling clause (and, in terms of the system of inflect =n,

lines 5 and 6 are parts of separate sentences). This change in subject is accom-

papied by a change in affeqtive.aépects of intonation and prosody: hrittle creaky

13 \ -
voice changes to ordinary narrative voice; &mplitude returrs from mézzoforte to

meazopiano; and pitch drops from the higher register;to the lower.

A final observation should be made. The rule in (13) and the discu5510n of

(14) claim that, the operation of switch reference devices:'tn she appos1t10na1

mood is in part dependent onlrhet0r1ca1 structure. * It would not be possible to ,

turn this around,- and say that chains of coreferent appositipnal mood clauses

S

define new discourse units each time they switch subjects, and that intonation,

L - { .
sentence adverbial particle apd enclitic placement then follow suit. This is

*

.. ’ )
because not all rhetorical structure boyndaries occur at switches of subject, as
v o) ‘

we -have seen. Moreover, the mere fact of a switch gives no che to just which

intonation contour sequence will occur., =
3;___gnc1usions . .

We have seen’ that switch reference in Central Yup'ik is in part dependent
on the syntactic analysis presented b; the system of inflection, and in part °
dependent on that presented by the system.of rhetorical structure. Neither system's
syntactic ﬁpalbsjs can be fully predicted fr;m the othe(is. ‘But it may legifimately
be asked whether R& ana1y§is is overly prePccupied with the interplay of’two
formal-functional systems, and whether in fact both the 1nf1ecti0nallsistem and
the system of rhetorical structure might be the overt marks of a more abstracﬁ'

¢« 0

notion of the sentence as a discourse unit. For example, one might claim that
N L .

. 2e

R - .
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each simple group or subgrcup in the text portion in the appendix is a sentence,
except in cases like subgroup 6c, which is clearly subordfnate to the appositional

. r :
clause in 6b, by ‘inflectional criteria. According to this claim, just as inflec-

» ¥ N
tional criteria group 6c'withv6b. criteria of rhetorical structure lead.oneto

tredt the first two lines of group 2 as part of a sentence separate from that in
« * . » s .
1 . 1

group 1.

N

1 would object to this sort of abstract functionalist solution, because it

«steers one away frun d1§t1nguish1ng the klnds of mean1ngs and functlons that the

language handies with its inflectional 8ystem, vs. the kindstit hand]es with its

. .

system of intonation, sentence adverb1a1 particless and enclitics. Cross-linguistic
generalizations on this, point would be extremely valuable if found, because they
Would point to non-arbitrariness in the pa1r1ng of form and function in language.

- 0On,a purely descript1ve le;el I think that a reduction of the two systems
re]at1v:&to the functiorr of marking off diseourse units colild obscﬁre certain
interesting phenomena: why for example, is the consequential mood clause in ¢
subgroup 6c accorded 1ts own subgroup, and how i's that to be difﬁerentiated f{om

oblique mood clauses 0ccurr1ng 10 the same subgroup (qr simple group) as. the

clauses they modify? ' s’

Finally, it 1s interesting to reconsider the semse in which switch reference

that is entir@ly determined by the system bf inflection is ”1dea]"‘sw1tch refer-

ence (as discussed in §1). One encounters this “ideal" switch reference all the
(5N

1

time 1n elicited Yup‘ik,sentences. Yup'ik speakers' translations of Engli%h senten-

ces, and even in naturally occurring Yup'ik conversational exchanges. | have

. ’ -
found out that these sentences, contextualized pragmatically rather than embedded
v ° *h

in long stretches bf narrative text, are readily judged by speakers as making

" grammatical or ungrammatical use of switch reference forms, while long successions

of appositional clauses taken out of the narrative context and submitted for
' . N N .
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‘grannnticality Judgement are often dbjéciéa-;o. or treated wifﬁhUhEéYtainty.“on
this point. As an axperiment, on several occasions.‘;ﬂquoted to sgeakers a group
consisting of appositional clauses and one switch oé subject from a text, attempt-
ing to reproduce the origin$1 prosody as accurately-as possible. One person
rephrased the utterance By putting two clauses in the 1ndicative. one Jjust before
the switch, and the other at the end of the group, thereby'making two separate
(inflectional} sentences; two others asked ﬁe if 1 had heard it in a story! From
this it is clear.that rhetorical structure, at least in the form it takes in nar-
.rative, is so much a. property.of wholé discourses, that 1ts contributtion to syntax
is obscure out of the disgoursé context. Further, and perhaps as a result, use
_ of switch ruference forms‘in all short utterances submitted for grammaticality
Judgement tend; tn be Judged,;;;bfding to 1nf1ectjona1 criteria only: at this
limited level, then, 1t becomes the speaker's as well as the grammarian's ideal.
(1t goes without saying that such problems neQer arise when a text is considered
as a téxt.) Because the system of %nflection tends to oparate at lower levels--
sentence, clavse, phrage, and word--"it is 6193( that evaluation of gramaticality
in 1ts terms does not require an entire discourse cdntext. The methodological
‘and theoretical conclusion is inescapable. It one aspect offa phenomenon 1s
disczterable through research at the clause and sentence level, and another at
the discourse level, and 1f the data are’evaluated differently by speakers accord-
ing to which level thé researcher‘decides to investigate,then it follows that

research and theory must proceed at both levels. ’ . .
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FOOTNOTES
* [ wish to thank Leo Moses and the many Athers in Chevak, Alaska who made
~substant1a1 contributions tn my iinguistic 1nvest[gat1ons‘there. Financial
support for my fieldtrips to Chevak was generously provided by the Melville and
“ El1zabath Jdcobs Research Fund of the Whatcom Museum Foundation, Bellingham,
Washington (1978), the Urgent Anthropology Small Grants Program, Center for the .
Study of Man, Smithsonian Instiiution (1978)._the Phillips Fund of the American j
Philosophical Society Libraryf(1978. 1980), and the National Science Foundation
(1980). I alone am to be held accouﬁtable for ¢laims made here, and fgr all,

errors of fact and interpretation which may exist here.

v

1

There- 1s also a substantial body of couqterethp]es involving differing inter-
pretations of coreference and of the notfon of subject (e.9., underlying subject

vs. surface subject vs. true semantic agent), among others.

n// ’

2

2Centra] Yup'ik data come from narrative and conversational texts I recorded in

Chevak, Alaska in 1978 and 1980, where the Hoopef Bay~Chevqk dialect, one of four

Central Yup'ik dfalects, 1s spoken. Transcription is {n the standard Central Yup;1k>
orthography described in Reed et al. 1977 and Miyhoka and Mather. 1979, with these

modifications to accomodate the Hooper Bay-Chevak dfalect: . ww for w to represent
/x¥/, which occurs only media]ly in Hooper Bay-Chevak, e.g., atawwa for standard
atawa, to represent /ataax"a/ 'blessing'; w for (g or v, to repgesent 4;”/. e.9.,

tawani for standard talidani or tavani, 'to represent /tw&"nani/ 'there'. Citations -

of text are labelled with text number, followed by colon, followed by sentence
* or page number {depending on the text's stage of preparation), all enclosed in

. L N ry
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square brackets, e.g., (8dg36) = 'text 8d, Sentenée 36'. -

for-more on Central Yup'ik, %ee Reed et al. 1972. which focuses on the’ :
Genera) Central Yup'ik dialect, the most widespread of the‘four. For more on
ﬁooper Bay-Chevak, and on tle methods and approach taken in my own investigations,
see Woodbury 1981: v 7

-

‘ . (4]
'3Many-of the counterexamples mentioned in footnote 1, as well as certain pgcu1iar

usages, éan be seen as functionaily motivated by pressure to employ the apposi-
tional mood when its coreference conditions are not met.
iz N
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* APPENDIX

4

appendix vl .

" The following i§ the first two sections of a qulirag ('tale')

told by Thorias Moses in Chevak, Alaska, to Mafx'Moses. J. R. Moses,

and the auther November 9, 1978.

;iln the transcription, lines which

are followed by pauses show pause Jlength in parentheses to the rlght

At far right intonation contour type (see Table 2) is given for

less segments are marked with subscript [].

Y
[

L—
nunats=wa

4

—_—
etliniaqelriit

kuigem ciniipd

-3
river's RLs at its,bank LC(3s-s)

Sectjcn i

"

~taukut
there was a viliage Ap those ABp

-3 '
theyaexisted INTR. PART. (3p) .

28

L

, « each line, and above’ each 1ine, actual 1ntonat10n contours dre
- - traced, with a vertical line marking off each m1n1ma1 intonation

. unit.(see Table 1). ODouble hyphen (--) follows false starts; .voice-

s

(0) A
(0) A

(3) _ A+B

: Group'2.

Group 3_.

nunauluteno
N\

theyJR being a village APO(3Rp)

{ —
nukaipiarluteng

.\-0;-—-/_ '___0
paning‘e'qerrluni

they-}l had'\'\; great hunter APO(3Rp)
A . '
— y
nukdlpiarggflby-gguq
.; . . .
and theirngreaé\hunter.,it is said-AB(3p-s)

~
@

he%R had a daughter APO(3Rs )

tauggfgbuq panini

that one ABs hisag daughter AB(3Rs-s)

L.

Ufe= ui=-

pingraatqu

even though they-
said to her?
CONCESSIVE (3p-3s)

ass
b

uingevkayuungky

nuTirrniangraatqu

even though they3asked

.3
herato be (their) wife
CONCESSIVE (3p-3s)

o,

-3

.

appendix  --2

) A

0) ‘A,
(_3)'.\I | B
(1).‘ (.m
(o.‘s.)-. '
0.3) MA

" £) A

(he) never let ther) have (any) oneyas’a husband

APO(3s)

L4

29




[ - B v ) I T L.

N A

appendix --4

I ' o 8 1.8 e -
. : ' appengh_t -3 _ v -angug ' : o (1.8), . -
) ‘ " ' . man ABs )
, taum -nukalpiargta - o (3) B> \ _ “nuligsugtij . (3) - 8°
_t}‘“ RLs  their,great hunter RL(3p-s) o ‘ S " he who wanted to haveé‘her;ja-s a wife AB(3s-s) o
(_irm‘np 4 4 ute- o ) m : o - Group 5. c_gnaaggu‘rqm-taw' . nengaggrriun’ () A+B® )
_ 7 ] . so it happened she%ﬁ withdrew in anger APO(3Rs)
ta_v_t' -ui-- uikarautengqerrsaaqluni=gguq (2),- A - ' ' 5
then but she-}! had someone in particular . - Group 6 6a. -kiitauani_-ggUQ‘t“' “taum -at-- atiin-taw' ) {0.3) A+A°
in rfind as a future husband APO(3Rs) " thenin the course  that 'herffather .
. &
S— _ . _ _ of time RLs RL{3s-9)
angutgt -11iitneng-taw' nekevyugmeng - (3) A+A° o ) v : ‘
-, . . . ﬁ‘ . . .
men RLp one of them,‘m(:ip-s) . young man MDs . . Uiﬂgesqe]]uk‘"t. Y ’ pingleyaaqﬁ - (0;,3) A+B®
. - B : . : -4 ' T . -
— . _ (he) wanting hersto  he star*-in vain
’ b, taup-taw’ "““3"“‘.“-‘-’1. ' - Ath - _ get a husband APO(3s) to tel) her IND(3s23s) =
then that one RLs her intended husband RL(3s-s) . oy
e~ : . ' - b, ui-- uing;yugpeg_r_t_[aij-taw'- -(0.2) aff
. . . ». . .
’ nulirrniaryaaqlyky ' 5 } (5.5) B . C, she-:ﬂ did not want to get a husband APO{3Rs) -
. .8 s . - - ’
(he)- tried in vain to get her,as a wife APO(3s) :
i T T — ) o nergagercam' , (0) A*
. . ’ R S
c.  nulirrniangraakuxgguream-taw'  at-- 0“%‘.‘““' (0.5)  A+A° because shegwas in seclusion CONSEQUENTIAL (3Rs) -
but even ‘though he,tried to get: her, father 1 N :
.3 A Vol L y— .
her,as & wife CONCESSIVE (3s<3s) RL(3s-s) o ¢, taun' -uikag-- uikani (1) A
) , | , that ABs her-R"future husband AB(3Rs-s) . L
' ' tupkevkenak' “taun' nu'Hrrniarti;i (3) A+pP '
. i . - |
(he) did not approve that one he who tried to _ : : , ;
3 ‘ o ' -3 : v ne- . ilat |
himAAPO(Js) - ABS . get her,as a wife AB(3s-s) pin tupkenr ]3—% (.5) B° |
o s because they-} didn't approve him-73
J" 30 _ _ CONSEQUENTIAL (3p-3s) _ ,
*/; : A’i ‘ ) ‘ ) ‘ . ‘ \3]) -
a
) ¢
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" 4a. Ret-- A

Trans-la_t;on _
; There was a village {of people) '
and they §t$yed
" on a‘river bank.
2, They were a village
they had a gre'at hunter ,,
and their great .hur_lter

" had a daughter.

-

3. Now this daughter of his *
. she marr-- _ . "
" even thoﬁgh (the men) all tried to get her as a wife . .
-+« she wasn't permitted to marry . '

. - L]
by that great hunter,

Now ,sh-- she had someone in particular in mind to be her husband,

one. of those young-' inen ’ . |
4b. and this {nter%ed husband of hers

tried-and tried to get Her hand in marriage
4c. but even though he asked, her father °* ﬁ

wouldn't approve this suitorr ‘

(this) fnan ‘ .

the one who wanted to take her as a wife.

4

5. And so she withdrew in anger.

6a. Well as timqe went. on her fath-- father
tried and tried to get her to have a husband-
6b. .oh sh--,he did not want' a husband

becausg she was in seclusion

* §c. (because) her 16te_nded husband .

said-- was not appcoved by them, ¢

o
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